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The Negative Oath. 
] A. B. Doſweare from my heart, that 1 


2o1ill not direly, nor indirettly,adhere un- 


to, or willingly aſfſt the King in this War, 
or in this Cauſe,againſt the Parlament,nor 
any Forces rayſed without the conſent of 
the two houſes of Parliament, in this Cauſe 
or Warre : «And [ do likewiſe ſweare,that 
my comming and ſubmitting my ſelfe under 
the Power and protettion of the Parlia- 
ment, 1s without any manner of Defign 
whatſoever, to the prejudice of the procee- 
dings of this preſent Parliament, and with-- 
out the direttion, privity, or advice of the 
Keng, or any of his Councell,or Officers, 0- 
ther then what I have now made knowne, 
So helpe me God, and the contents of this 
Booke. Fe 


Tothe Reader. 
Heſe Queties were privately propound- 
. ed, by. men: pretending a ſober deſire of 
Ciisfagtion: and .this' Anſwer. ( whoſe | 
contrivement was -not. the expence of full 24. 
houres) as privately returned. The men were 
ſo farre from having their Conſciences unſcru- 
__ by any thing here ſaid,that wee were con- 
rained to offer them a-diſpute,Ore tenus, which 1 
(after time, and place, and Moderator, agreed 
upon, and. all parties met) .was prudentiy de- 
clined,finice which time (as I have been affured 
by ſome godly Miniſters, and others) it hath 
been given out, by one or more of the Parties | 
themlelves,, how little could be faid for the f 
Parliaments practiſe, and ſome aſperſions caſt = 
upon my Ref in particular, whereby I am ne- | 
cefsirated ro: own thele Papers, and to make 
them publique, that the world may ſee, - that | 
what I have here laid, was enough to caſt me 
by choyce upon that fidel ever was,fince theſe 
differences began, though nor enough to ferch 
thoſe men off, who are not willing they 
ſhould now end. 


Thine in the (auſe of Chriſt, : 
and the Kingdome. | 
- + EDpwarD BUCKLER. 


(Jertain Queries concerning the impoſing 
and _ taking the Negative Oath,&c. 


a)» I. Quaere. z | 
; Ince Faith, (that #,an aſſurance of the warrantable- 
| eſſe of any particular undertaking) wnſt be tho 
Ill. ground of a Chriſtians attion,and /neb Faith can reſt 
1 0n nothing but Gods word, Wee demand, what 
Ip warrant there is in the Goſpell, (which re. 
| " ftraines the uſe of Oths) for the contriving,and inms- 
poſing an Oath, (which i a ſolemne Aft of Religion) in order to po= 
litick ends? Thisthe ruther wee deſire tobe ſatisfyedin, breauſe our 
experience teacheth us, that.this O wh i made uſe of as "an Engine of 
> State, ſince it 1s not urged generally on all, but preſſed npey ſome, not 
without Dcſign #pox their eſtates, and liberties. 


An/ſ. Yourfuſt 2ereis, what warrant there is in the Goſpell 
| for as contriving and impoſing of an Oath, inorder to Polirique 
Enas? © Ps - 

| . 1. Anaffurance from Gods word of the warrantablencs of any 
particular undertaking, muſt be a Chriſtians ground of that un- 
dertaking. . 

2, The Negative Oathis in order to Palitique ends, being an 
Engine of State. For LIE 

"1, Itis not urzed generally on all, but only on ſome. 

I States. 


/ 2, On thoſe ſome, not without defign ypon heir, Liberties 
I. weeobſerve, | 


I, Anill O:nen : viz. a ſtumbling at the threſhold,you demand x 
/ I Vp what 


4 


| # + I98 
what warrant thereis in the Goſpell, &c. and the reaſon of your 
demand 1s, b«cauſe there ought to bc a warrant in the word, Wee 
hopeG-ds word, and the Goſpell, arc not with you terms con- 
temptible,ſo that if we find warrant inthe word,it wil be encugk. 

2 3. That youdemand not whether it be lawfull to take, but whe- 
ther i: be lawfull to contrive, and impoſe an 0th, in order to Po- 
litqueends, and fo this can be noſcruple of your Conſciences; tor 
whether 1awfull or not, you are not concerned in it, 
| | ' 2. Wee anſwer, 

1. To your Quere, viz. #hat warrant there ic in the word, (for 

that muſt be the ſ.nec of your Quere) for the controving and im- 

poſing of an Oath in order ro Politique ends ? 

Wc.e dcelire you to looke into theſe following Scriptures; 
where you ſhall find, 


1. Precept, Exod, 22.8. 11, 
1. An Oa#b, inorderto 2. Praiſe, 1 Reg. 8.31. Gem. 24. 
politique ends,both in 2.3. Neh.5.12.(3 Chron. 36. 13. 
| compared with Ee-k. 19.43. 16.) 
" 2. Anegative Oath, 1 Reg. 2. 42,43 Gen, 24.3. ludg. 21.7 
3. Ai Oath not urged on all, but ſome, as when aa Oath is ex- 
planatory, or cautionary (48 in the caſe in hand ) it is only prefſcd 
upon the ſuſpe&ed, not urged on all. Nam. 5.19. Exod, 22, 11. 
the man ſuſpeRed, not all the men inthe nezghbourhood. Exr. 
IO. I5. ; | 
4. AnOathnot without influence Ur. Eftates, Nek.5. 12. 
(it without D.fign ) upon their 2. Liberties, 1. Keg. 2.43. 
Ot. Theſe texts are all in V.T. Butthe Goſpell reftraines the 
vſe of Qathes, yo 
C 3. You either were net able, or not willing, to give us 
any ſence of this perextbefis, at our firſt mecting, 
2. You ſhew us where the Goſpell reſtraines the uſe of 
Sol. \ Oathes in any ſence that will ſerve your purpoſe, | 
' | 3-Outhes are F romentioned with approbation,Heb.6.16. 
ts the Goſpel, }, 2. uſed Row.9.1.2 Cor.11.31. 3 Cor.l.23 
2. To thereaſons Cone Deere, tothe - | 
1. Viz, An affurance from Guds word of the warrantablenes of 
any particular undertaking, muſt be a Chriſtians ground ef that 
undertaking. 


This wee acknowledge to be a truth, and a neceffary ground of | 
e 


- 


re, when wee do indeed Loabt of the warrantablenes of any 
thing that is 1equired of us , But wee do not thinke our ſelves, or 
others, bound to ſuff:r, tif wee can fatisly our ſelves of a warrant 
for what is done by others; as in the caſe of this Quere, viz. of a 
ground for contriving and impoſing of oathes——_.. To the 
2. The Negative oath i$ 10 order to Politique ends, &c. 
See iff order to what end thoſe oathes were contrived and impo- 


ſed, which you ſaw in the texts above cited. To the grounds 
of this, viz. 
1. This oath is not urged on all. 

C1, All the Subjects of this Kingdome (oatkes not 
being either to be multiplied or extended beyond 
neceſſity ) wee ſay that the State need not engage 
their own party, by any other way, having ſuffici- 
If by (all) ; ent aſſurance of their good aff-Atton already. 


you meane | 2, Allof x kind.viz, Of ſuch as have adhered to the 
- King in this warre; wee belive (and have been in- 
formed that the Ordinance 3ntends all,1nd the non- 
execution of it, is to be written down, among the 
Errata of their Inſtruments. 
1. Eltates. 


2, Oa ſome, not without defign upon theirg 2 Libarties 


Anſ. Wee might find heere fome incongruity between this, and 
what went immediatcly before, viz. ( net.rged on all, ) 


Why - not, if this be the defign ? Tis poſſible that ether 
men upon whom this oath is not urged, may have eſtates ' 


and . liberties, of equall conſequence with ſach as 
ſpeake this by experience, Wce could ſay much of 
the animoſity, &c. that is deſcended in ſuch expreffions, 
but wee retnember the point, * 
3. Wredemand whinher 
I. There be leflc ground in the Goſpell for the negative Oath, 
then for the Oathes of Allegiance, of Canonicall ebedjence, the Pro- 
z3eſtation» mentioned in thetourth Querc,&c, 
2+ All, or moſt of thoſe oathes be not in orderto politique ends, 
and ſo engines of State ? 
3+ Inrelation'toa ground inthe Goſpell, there be not as much 


reaſon to queſtion their legality of contrivement and impoſition, - 


as of this? 


Suck 


II, 


Arſe 


I'2., 
Avnſ, 


I3. 
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4. Such «s are not able to ſhew more warrant in the Goſpell for 
thoſe, then this, may not lawfully take this, or muſt not neceſla- 
rily repent for taking thoſe? | 


2, Quere. 

Wee aefire te know what ground there is in Gods word, for a Chri- 
ſtian 7 Oath to obliege himſelfe in ſuture contingents ? Or whether 
ſuch ebligations concerning mutable affaires of State, not under our 
power, m4) not prove pernicious (nares to Conſcience : aud therefore 
to bein chriftian prudence prevented, ſince one exception. againſt the 
Popiſh Vow of contincncy, is, that it #4 ſnare t#:.conſcience ? 


Your ſecond Quere is, what ground there tin Gods word 
for « Chriſtian ts obliege hinſelfe by oath, concerning mu- 
table affaires of State, not under hu power, this being to 0b= 
, liege himſelfe by Oath in future contingents ? 

: Reaſons of this Quere are, 
( I. Such obligations may prove pernicious ſnares ts 
; conſcience. 
2, Oneexception againſt the Popiſh Vow of continer« 
Cy, 5s, that it w a ſnare to conſcience. | 


I. Weeobſerve, 73h 
14. 1, Thatby mutableaffaircs of State, mult be meant the uncer- 
taine ſucccfle of this Warre, or elſe it is not pertinent to the buſines 
in hand. | 
T5. $6 That the uncertainty which ſide will finally prevaile, doth 
oblicge us in point of conſcience, not to ingage in either, without 
providing for a retreat, 
2. Weeanſwer, 
I. To your Quere, what grownd there i in Gods word, 
| for a Chriſtian, &-c, 
16, 1» Weercferre you to thoſe texts cited above inanſwer to your 
firſt Quere, | 
2. All premiflory oathesare obligations to fature contingents, 
for how neceſlary ſoever any thing may be in its eauſes, & toGod, 


yet if it be not preſent, it is contingent to us, who knowes what 4 day 


way bring forth ? vide Jams. 4. ver. 14. 
To your reaſons of your Quere, ————ts the - 5 
I. Sue 


(5) 
I. Such obligatious may prove pernicions (naret to conſci- 
ENCES. 
Anſ. Neverthe ſooner for the contingency of the thing con- 
cerning Which they are oblicged, for 
(x. Then ſo many promiſſory oathes as are made,ſo m4- 
ny ſnares to conſcience are made, and ſo David 119, 
Pal. 1:6, and Jo/#4h, and the Princes of 1/rael, of. 9. 
2 15. Cum multss alizs, made ſnares for their Conſciences. 
2, jf the contingency of the thing about which wee 
{weare, impoſe upon us a reall impoſfibility of perfor- 
mance, the obligat:on 18 1p/o fats, made null. 
2. Oneexception againſt the Popfh Vow of continency, us, that it 
# 4 ſnare to Conſcience, 
Anſ. The cale is not like, for 
I. That Vow 1s of ſomething not in our power, 24at, 
19.11. not (otbis oath. 


\2. That Vow 1s of that which is »#{ojure, neceſſary, 
Heb. 13.4. 1. Tm. 4 3.'ot ſothis oath. vid, infra. 
3. Wee dewa'd whether, 

I, That which is (worn to in the Negative Oath, hath more of 
contingency 11 it, then what 1s{worn to inthe Oath of Allegianee, 
Canonicall obedtence,'\&c. | 

2, That which 1s indeed a ſnare to Cenſcience,be a greater evill, 
then that which is a wound to Conſcience? 

3. Thoſe perſons may (1a any charity ) be ſuppoſed to at pure- 
ly, according to the light and diftates of conſcience, in one thing, 
thit do not diſcover any Conſcience at all in ether. things ? 

4. To pretend Conſcience for what wee a& from other prin» 
Ciples, be not a great fin ? 


3- Quere. 
Whereas the wiſdome of Parliament looks «pon an Oath, for the 


never conſenting to the alteration of the Diſcipline by Law eftabli= 

ſhed, as Tyrannicall, awd prevented the generall impoſing of it, by 

the declaring the ilegality ws ail Oathcs n ot 11wpoſed by Att of Parlia« 

men', Wee defire to know, how the impoſing of this Oath, of not ad- 
hering to the King, can (cape a hard conſtr uttion ? 

Your Third ere, is, _ the impoſing of this Oath, of 

w0s 


> 


I7. 


$ ©. 


I'9. 


\ 


(6) 
not adhering tothe King, can eſcape a hard conſtruition ? 
Reaſons of this 2 mere, are 
I. The Parliament lookt upon the &c. Oath, as ty- 
rannicall. 
2. They declared all Oxthes ihegall, not impoſed by 
Att of Parliament, 


I. Wee Obſerve, 
20, T- Thatyou dwell in generals ' Vi fram latet ) and cannot tell 
| What you do indeed meane by a hard conftrutien. 

21, 2, That laying your 2wereand its grounds together, this muſt 
rationally be preſumed tobe your meaning, viz. that this oath gf 
not adhering, 

1. Tyrannicall. 

2. Not impoſed by At of Parliament, 

You mult own 1t in this ſence, or diſcharge the Parliaments loo- 
king upon the &c.Oath as tyrannicall, and their declaring the 1l- 
legality of all Oathes, not 4mpoſed by AR of Parliament, from 
being reaſons of this 2 «ere, — and fo 


iS 


2. Wee anſwer, 
I, Toyeur 2were, how this oath can eſcape the conſtru- 


tion 
- Tt, Tyrannicall. 
| of being 4 2. dar inipoted by A&t of Parliament, 
You will be {atisfyed ( wee hope) upon the making good of theſe 
two things, viz. 
*, ; I. Isnot tyrannical. 
That the impoſition of this Oath 3 Ts: Hy d by an authority 
equivalcnt to an AR of Parl, 
I. 49H1uM, 
22, T. Itjs nottyrannicall, becauſe not contra 3 2, bouum, 
3. leges, 
I. Theret*j#s regns, in allihat by the Par- 
' | (ime IS 114 this Wat Co.rended for. 
r. aqummm, _)% I's all equity 1 the world, that thoſe 
o-rfoos whe will live in the Parhaments 
( YL uarters,ſhould deehare themelves, at lcsſt, 
aot to be their encmics, 


2, Boaunns 


(7) 


2. Bonwm eſſe, you prejudice the State, in giving (a8 Weere= 24, 


' member you confeſſed your fclves ready to do) any other aſſurance, 


not to adhere &e. beſide an oath. 
3» Leger, vide infra ( 26.) cc, | 
2. It is 1mpoſed by an euthority cquivalent toan A of Parliz- 
ment, wee {h4}l off:r unto you, (as to ingenuous men,) theſe Pro- 
poſitions. viz, 
I. Tat the King wilfully abſenting himſelfe, or diſſenting, 
itsS1n the Power of Parliamucnt to make lawes ( which do bind 
the Surje&) tor the ſafcty of the Ki;;gdome — which 
wee thus proyc. 
Tf the Parliament have not this power, it is either, becauſeaf 26, 
the Kings difſent, or becauſe of ſomething elſe——but &c. , 
&r90, 


25, 


T he minor i provedthus, 

If the Kings diflent can hinder a Law, the Parljament afſent- 
ing, then the Kirgs 5flent can make a Law, the Parliament dif- 
ſcrting, but, &C, ergo, 

' The major # proved thus, X 

If there be an equall Power 1n th: King to do both, then he 

may as well do the one as the other. but, &c, ergo. 
T he minor u proved thus, 

If the doing of both do equally concerne the Kingdoms 
goed, thenthere is an <quall power in the King to both, [ for 
whatſoever the King, quatenws King, is or hath, he 1s, and ath 
it for the Kingdoms gvod,as the meanes is forthe end. Rom. 13. 
4. ] our the doing of bech,doth equally copcern the Kingdoms 
good, [the Kingdome is as much concerned, that (good)lawey 
be mave, as that (evill) lawes be hindered ] ergo, 


2. Nutto allow Ordinances ( #t /#pta ) equivalent to Ats, 27, 


(which at leaſt Sedenre curi4 was never qu:ſtioned ) is tonecefit- 
kate the continuance of old Lawes, though never ſo prejudiciall, & 
to impoſlibilitate the making of a new, though never ſo neceflaty, 
if thc King will; contrary to that known rule in Politiques, 

Lex debet Reipub. accommodars, non reſpub, legi. 

It makes the King abſolute, and his governnent arbitrary, it 
being all one to rule without a Law, and to rule by a Law of his 
own making, and which could not be made without him. 

3. Wee demand whether, 
B 2 I, us 


] 


28, 


a © 


($) 

I. 1us gladis (if the Parliament were pleaſed, or had need to 
plead it ) doth not entitle them to power enongh toimpoſe this 
Oath ? | 

2. The King had any more, for impofing his Proteſtation, in 
places under his power ? 

3. The impoſitivn of that: Proteſtation ( being not by Act of 


- Parliament, nor by any power <quivalent) be ty rannicall, and ca- 


pable of a hard conſtruQtion ? 


4. Qnere. 

Since there  anaturall allegiance due to the perſon of K ""g Charles 
from all his Subjetts born(ſo that it is a declared treaſon to diſtinguiſh 
between the naturall, and pol :tique capacity of the King, &sit u evi- 
dent in Cookes Report of Calvins caſe ) which the founders of our 
Government have thought fit to ratifie, by Oathes of fealty and alle= 
giance, which obliege all Su'jetts to adhere unto, audiaſſiſt King 
Charles in time of Warre, as well as in time of Peace : and ſince by a 
late Proteftation , taken at the inſtintt of Parliament, wee have ob- 
lieged our ſelves in our ſeverall places, and callings, to maimaine 
with our lives and fortunes, the Kings perſon, honour and eji ate, aud 
to endevour to bring to condigne puniſhment all thoſe who oppo/e them, 
wee deſire to know, how any roner on earth ( without being Antichri- 
ftiaw ) can abſolue w from this allegiance, or diſingage us from our 
vowes of adherence to the King, in maintenance of hw right, (uch as is 
the power of the Militia, acknowledged by the Parliament: Petition 
at Windſor, to be a flower of the Crown, 


Your fourth © wereis, what power on earth, ( without 
being Antichriftian) can abſolve us from our oath of 
Allegiance, or diſ-ingage us from a late Protſtation 
taken by irſtinlt of Parliament, oblieging wu 20 main- 
tain the Kings perſon, honour, and eftate, and to adhere 
to him in the maintenance of hisright, ſuch as # the power 
of the Militia, #6, 


Reaſons of this 2 «ere, are, 
I. There us a naturall allegiance due tothe perſon of 
King Charles, from all hu Subjetts born, 
2. This natwrall allegiance, the founders of our Go- 
Vern 


vernment, have thought fit to ratify by Oathes of Feal- 
ty and Allegiance. | 

3. T heſe Oathes obliege all Subjetts to adhere unto, and 
aſſiſt King Charles in time of War, as well as in timeof 
Peace, 

4. Tu adeclared Treaſon to diſtingniſh between the na- 
turall and politique capacity of the King,as 1 evident in 
Cooks Report of C:.lvins caſc,vid. 11, Hen, 7, 1. 


I, Wee obſerve. 

I. That you infinuate a power to be claimed by the Par- 
liament of abſolving men from Oathes, and difingaging 
them from Proteſtations. 

2 That you inſinuatethis power to be Antichriſtian, 
3- That itjs exerciſed in impoſing the Negative Oath, 


2, Wee Anſwer, 
: I, Toyour Yxere, what power on earth? &c. 
That by the Negative Oath you bind your ſelves from nothing, 
which you are bound unto by the oath of Allegiance, or the late 
Proteſtation taken by inſtin& of Parliament. For the clecring of 
this, wee ſhall premiſe 
» That neither Oath nor Proteſtation obliege us to any rew du- 
ty, but only bind us, ( in the ſacred Bond of an Oath) to per- 
farme that which was ever due. This truth we have from the 
Series of your ewn arguments, there is (as you call it ) a naturall 
allegiance, which is ( you ſay ) ratifyed ( not added unto ) by 
Oathes of Fealty andaallegiance, Thus then 
If the Negative Oath bind you from nothing, which is (by your 
naturall allegiance) the Kings due, then it binds you from nothing, 
which you are bound unto: by the Oath of Allegiance, or the late 
Proteflation. - — But, &c, — ergo. 
Ob. 1t binds us from adhering unto, or aſſiſling the King 
inthis Warre, 
Be 9 Sol, Thus not the Kings due, 


Wee prove ut thus, 


Nothing is the Kings due, but what he can claime, either by the 
Law, or byA1s Pcerogative; [_ wee never heard of a third ti:le, and 
his Majeltie ſ:emes 10 one of his Declarations, to reduce all toone, 
in this acknowledgement, The Law s the meaſure of owr power, And 


wee 


8 X B 3 : 


30, 


3T- 


29. 


32. 


33» 


gative. 
I, Hg cannot claim it by Law; for 
.I+ The ſence of the Law is to be Judged of, by the 


(10) | 

wee conceive that the meaſure, andthe thing meaſured are not 
greater, norlefſe one then another. But for your good, you ſhall 
have in the Prerogative to boot ] —— &c, but the King can- 
nat claijme aſſiſtance inthis warre, either by Law,or by hys Prero- 


Ergo, 


mind of the Law-giver, and wee catinot yer thinke 
that the Parliaments mind was to give the King a 
pow<r to Cut their own throatcs. 


2. The King ſeemes to allow the Parliaments ſence 
of the Iaw to be authentique, though directly oppoſite 
to his own ſence of it, as in Sirafords calc. 


3+ Thenthe Law binds you to endeavour the deſtru- 
ction of all thoſe godly pciſons 1 the K'ngd mc, who 
are of the contrary pariy, and this wee 1149s Fonnd WAS 
(as long as they appeared) at lcalt ps oper 5, 


4. Twere good that Law were produced which in- 
ables the King to claime your affittaoce 11a Warre 
againſt histwo houſes of Parliameov',[ his Jdazeſty hime 
{elte ſaw fo little of Law 10 11, that te inmictte protelt- 


ed hirmſclfe as ready to Warre againtt his own Chil- 
dren] 


Obj. Wee have direted you in the Aargin,to 
the Statute of 11. Hen. 7, Chap, I. 

Sol, And wee dire& you to the Parliaments ex« 
poſition of, and Declaration upon that Szarmre, 
printed above three ycares f1ncc. 

Obj. The Parliament acknowledged the power of 
the 24:liriato be a flower of the Crown. 

Sol. To ule for, not againft the Kingdome, accor- 
ding to Law, not will, vid. ſupra ( 26 ) ot infra 


(42.) 


2. The King cannot claime your aſſiſtance inthis Warre by his 
Prerogative, wee ſhall endeavour to hold you out I I. is not, 


WhatPrerogative 


2. 15» 


1.A 


”— 


I. Prerogatiue _ not providedfor by Liw—_—_ Wee ſhill againe 


net 


2. Prero gate 25 < 


an: 61, 
" TA powerin the King to do what he pleaſeth, 


| 'any SubjeR, tg break 
; the priviledge (much lefle the necks) of Par- 
liaments, &c, [tis not ( wee hope) for this 
caule , Wee pay Tribute, Rom, 13.6. J-— this 
1s not Prerogative, 


: I. Tnc King every where diſclaims it, 
ot 


| away tne life, or eſtate,of 


2.To what purpoſe lawcs, if a Sic Y 6- 
ls, were enongh ? 


| 


| 2, Apower to do what he plexſeth, incaſes, 


reſume his Maj:ſties acknowledgement : T he 
Law « the meaſure of Our Power, where 
(" 1, Is not meant en po wer drawn into 


1 aL w,thar 13 not elegant enough, for a 
Penner of his Majeſtics Declarations, 
| | but here 
3 2. 1s meant our power, left free, and 


andeter minate, the Law 1s the meaſure 
of this, (5. e. ) our Prerogative will en» 
able us to do whatfoev:r the Law may 
| | be preſumed would have all»wed us to 


{ { doe, if there had been a Law made, 


CApower in the King, to doe the Kingdome 
| g00d, in caſes not provided for by Law. 
Prerogative is not a Jot morethen this, 
I. If the wifdzme of a State, could fore- 
ſce every thing that wouid need a Law, 
| they would make a Law for it, and leave 
no Prerogative at all, 
2, Wee tce that there is ſtill more and 
more of the Kings power drawn out 
of his Prerogarive inte his Lawes, 2s 
inconveniencics not foreſeen, do 1m- 
_ merge. 
| 3, That the King ſhould (as the neceſſi- 
ty 


not 4 power by any inſtruments of his to take, 


34+ 


350 


= 1 
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39+ 


40, 


(12) 


| ty of the Kingdome calles for it) thus em- 


pty his Prerogative into his Lawes, not left. 


| Arbitrary, but it is his duty, vid. ſ#pr« (26.)27) 


2. To thc Reaſons of the Quere, to 


There is a naturall Allegiance.due to the Fog of K. Charles. 


Arſe. This doth no more bind you to aflift t 


e King in any tbing 


that is evill, then thenaturall Ailegiance of either of you to a Fx- 
ther doth bind yoh to helpe kill a .man, (only co nomine,) becauſe 
your Father calles for your affiſtance. 

2. This naturall Allegiance, the Founders of our Goyern- 


ment, &c, 


Anſ, Wee ſhall 
note, that 


I 


q 


1- The Parliament are the Founders of our go- 
yeroment. 


2. They may contrive, and impoſe oathes, in 


order to politique ends. 


3. What influence the Kings aſſent or diflent 


hath, you have heard above (26,) 


3. Thele oathes obliege all Subjects to adhere unto,and aflift 
King Charles, &c. 


Avſ. That 


" 


= 


"1. They oblicge us to no new duty ſ#pra 30. 


2. What is premiſed in the oath of Allegi- 
ance, is in oppoſition to that uſurped power 
of Potentates, &c. abroad,not to the lawfull 
powerof the Kingdome at home, (via. 3. 

Zacob, 4.) 

3. This oath muſt receiveits expoſition, from 
whence it did 1ts compoſition, viz, trom 
the Parliament of England. 

4. There is (atleaſt virtually) as much of the 


Kings Power in the Negative Oath, as in 
the oath of Allegiance, 


—4. Tisadeclared Treaſon to diſtinguiſh bit ween the naturall 
and politique capacity of the King, as is evident in Cooks Reports. 
C1. From the authority of Cooks Reports, wee referre 
| you to the Reports of Finch, Barcley, &c. 1n the caſe 


An. 


g 
| 
10 


of Ship-money, onopolics, &c. 

2, Parliaments are not tycd tothe reports of Judges 
but have power to araign and condemn both Reports 
and Reporters. 


os — —— = 


f 
/ 


P, 
p” 


| 


T1 
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.\.2, Ournaturall Allegiance to the perſon of King Charles, be 

duete the perſon of that perſon, quatenus Charles (5.e.) ſuch a 

determinategi»dividanw,or quatenus King (5. c.) n perſon inveſted 

with ſuch a power, or quatenw both ? . 

- 2. Ifany perſon (by conqueſt or otherwiſe ) ſhould becſtabli- 

ſhed King of Fravxce, as Villiam the Norwand was of Englans,(the 

preſent French 6g ot living) to which of theſe two 1s the ns- 

turalt allegiance of the ſubjeQts borne of that Kingdome, due ? 

3. If a King bc no» compos ments , any Oath of Allegeance to 
kim, when he was, axe merge, doth bind his ſubjects to aſſiſt 
him (by vertue of his verball or written precept) in war and peace? 

4. We of this generation (unſworne). be bound te make good 
thoſe oathes of Fealty and Allegeance which were taken by our 
Progenitors, upon pain of perjury? . 


5. A Prince having (as an acknowledged Flower of the 42 


Crowp }-the power of the Atilitia, and going about with any part 
of that 4441:tia to deltroy himicite or his children, ought to be al- 
ſiſted in it ?Þ— This to your 2xeries. — Your | yy 
5. and laſt a Propoſition, — viz. 

All Oathes being to be taken in the common grammatical (zuſe, 
thu eath ties the taker from all maner of aſſiſtance tothe King during 
this war, Now ſince the violence of /battaile may be direfted againſt 
the ſacredperſon of the King, andthe miſ- guided fury of the common 


ſonldiers, hath bent 5t ſelfe againſt, and may hereafter attempt the 


life of our gracious Soveraigne, we cannot ſafety abjure all [nccenre 
to the preſervation of him, whoſe life worth ten thonſand of us, 

5- Your Propotition is, ..-7bs Oath ties the taker from afl 

manner of aſſiſtance tothe King, anring this War ; aud the 

raking of 1s, were to abjure all fuccours for the ſaving of hu 


life, 
| Reaſonsuf this Propoſition are, 
1 Thu Oath u tobe taken in the common grammaticall ſenſe, 
2 The violence of batiaile may bs ireFed againſt the ſacred 
Per/on of the King, | 
3 The m/- guided fury of the Common ſouldiers hath bent it [elf 
againſt the life of #ur graciow Soveraigne, 
4 1t way bereafter attempt the like. 
5 The Kings life # worth ten thoenſand of us, 
C I. te 


ql. 


43" 
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(12) 


- ©; That wherent inthe other foure particulars you were oriel 
Dneremter hetoyou tre Ditermicanrer, = mn 

2, That you would intimate, thit the Parliament would bind 
you by oath from ſaving the Kings life, if it were hazarded. 


"2, Weanſwer, 


r, #7 


” 


*  - 1; To your Propofition;.... This Oath ties thr taker, oc, 

1. The,Oath hath no fuch phraſe in it, as, during #1 For, but; 
in this War or Canſe, We doe not here call your candonr and inge- 
nuify into queſtion. eo iea SEE: 

"2, "Theoeath ticsnot the taker from all manner of affiftance to 
the King; bat onely inthis war, (5. c. ) inrelation to this war, Ex 
gr. if Cooks Reports were tyed from affiſting you inthis Cauſe, 
viz.in proving 3 diſtinion between the naturel and the palitique 


capacity of the King, Treaſon : are they thereby tyedfrom all cman- 


net of affiſtance to yen, tfl this controverfte be ended ? may they 
not yet aſſiſt you inzcaſcof tenure of lands, Pare iopedit Src? | 
- 1,N and 1.S. are in « fait of Liw, I A. B. doe ſweare mit 'to ad- 
here unto,nor willingly to affift 7. N. in this ſuit ; doth the gram- 
maticall ſenſe of my oathtye mefrom inviting 2. N, to dinner, or 
ftotn piilling'of him out of a ditch ? &c. DES 
"2, To the Renfors of yorty Propoſition, To — 
''t. The Oath ito be taken in the common grammatical ſenſe. 
" Anſw. This ſenſeabJures not all ſaccaurs, #t ſxpr« (45. ) 
2, The violence of battaite may be diretd againft the ſacred Pey- 
fon of the King. _ pet ny WOO A SESY 
_ += "3, Thatthe perfon of the King, and of every fupreame 
| Magiſtrate m any State, is inviolable, and not ſubje& 
* toany penall hand; a 
2. That inthis War,no Souldier ought willmgly to take 
| away the Kings life, | 
| 3- That if the King will wilfully adventure his perſon 
in battaile, the Parſiaments Army may and onght to 
| fight,notwithſtanding the Kings preſence in the ene- 
| mies Army, —becauſs | 
Anſw, ' 1, Ifhis perſon by in danger, tis not'the Par}, fault, 
Wehold? (who would not tiave him there) buthis owne, 
| and his adherents, who prize his life at no higher a 


rate, l : 
| 2. The 


<R9S.-£f 


— 


(13) ; 
| _ 3, The Parl. are aQting within the ſphere of their 
own power, ind ſo doing their duty, not fo the 

* King, #tſ#prs, (26, 27.) | 
4. That if See the Kings life in danger, (as a ſouldier 


ſtriking, or woundi 
_ ſave his life, the 
ng, — for 0 

g 1. This is no more an adhering unto, ar anaſfilt- 
7 ing ofthe Kingin this Warre, then itis, when 

a Parliament Captain ſhall reſcue « Cavalier,that 
he may have Quarter, when his Lieutenant was a- 
bout to hang him. An uſuall pratice. ? 
'}- 2, This being neceflarily underſtood in the Nega- 
tive Oath, is containcd in the gramumaticall ſenſe 
| of it.[ Shew us in what this Rule is falſe, _.. 20d 
| | neceſ[ario mtelligitur, nou deeff.] 


him ) I may reſcue him, and 
egative Oath notwithſtand- 


- - . PT — AX 
—— 


3+ In all promiſſory oatkes, ſomething muſt ever. be 
underſtood, [ as the Caſuifts refolve, Swmmw. An- 
elica in verbo 7urament.4. 2 u.5.) 

3. The miſguided fury of the common ſouldiers hath bent it 

ſelfe ag «inſt he life of our gr ations Soveraigne. 
& Anſw. This is matter of fat, and if we knew that you ſpake 
upen _ knowledge, we would not ſtick to call it, as you doe, 

M1 


4. 1t may bereafter attensyd the like. 

' Asfw. Wecannot anti 2" u but if the King ſuffer in his Per- 
fon by the Parliaments ſucceedings in this Warre, it will be his 
owne fault, «t/wpra ( 46.) 

5. The Kings life is worth 10000, of us, 

Avuſw. We will not diſpute the value of His Majeſties life ; but 
if it be worth no mere, his will hath coſt above twice as mucl , as 
his life is worth. 3. We demand, whether 

I. This clauſe [ the Kings life is worth 10000. of 1] be to be 
taken inthe ſence that all Oathes are ? 

2. Cooks declared Treaſon in Calvizs caſe, muſt not be par- 
doned to makethis cliuſe good ? (40). 

3- A man that hath takenthe Kings proteſtatien may not 
(which is ſame affiftance during this Warre) kold Sir Thowss 
Fairfax his Horſe, WO =_ of perjury ? Diximwme, 
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